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Ucceſſors ſubſtituted by our late Invalidly- 
8 Deprived Fathers would not have ſufficed 


to have juſtified the continuance of a Se- 

parate Communion ſince the Deceaſe of the 
laſt Surviver of thoſe ſame Fathers. F. IJ. 

Such Subſtitutes muſt neceſſarily fall ſhort of the 

Title of their Predeceſſors in many Particulars, 
which now, fince the Death of the laſt Surviver, 
make againſt the Subſtitutes, in favour of the 
Rival Poſſeſſors. F. II. 

Even the Poſſeſſion of the preſent Incumbents, 
gives them a better Title than any that can be 
derived from our Invalidly-deprived Fathers, 
fince the Death of the laſt Surviver of thoſe 
ſame Fathers now. And that, by the ſame Rea- 
ſonings, which made againſt theſe ſame Poſſeſ- 
ſors formerly. F. III. 

It was reaſonable for God to confine the Celeſtial 
ratification of the Ka ci of 2 late mA 
lidly-deprived Biſhops fo long as the injury 1 
hed. 7 ds TT e obliging zhoſe, wh ore 
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guilty of tbe Injury, to mate amends for it. 

Hut this reaſon ceaſes when the Injury ceaſed 
by the Death of the laſt Surviver, and the In- 
jury is thereby made irreparable. F. IV. 

Since the Demiſe of the laſt Surviver, there are 
now no Altars capable of being Injured by ere- 
Hrs other Altars in Oppolition to them, but 
only thoſe of the preſent Poſſeſſors, which can- 
not now be invaded without beginning a new 
Schiſm. F. V. 

It 1s unreaſonable, and againſt the Intereſts of So- 
cietics in general, that Diviſions grounded on 
Perſonal Injuries ſhould ſurvive the Perſons con- 
cerned in thoſe Injuries. F. VI. 

The Injury on which the preſent Schiſm 7s groun- 
de does no way concern the Perſons f any of 
our late Invalidly- deprived Biſhops. Nor can 
Were fore the continuance of the Separation be 
zaken for a continuance of the fame Schiſm.F.VII. 

The new Schiſin, commenced ſince the Death of the 
laſt Surviver, zs againſt the preſent Canonically- 
poſſeſſing Proprietprs. F. VIII. 

Our Invalidly-deprived Fathers could no more gain 
new Rights, than they could loſe their Old 
Rights, by 4 Deprivation that was invalid. Jer, 
without acquiring new Rights, they could not 
juitify their ſubſtituting of Succeſfors after them 
own Death. F. IX. 

On terms of Equality, Occupation gives 4 Right, 


which it is Unjuſt for any other only Equaily 
intitled PerJon to invade. & X. 
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Unrivalled Poſſeſſion of 4 Dioceſane diſtrict gives 


ſuch a Title of Occupation between Biſhops , 
who are otherwiſe Equal by their Epiſcopal Con- 
{ecration. F. XI. 

The Collegue Biſhops, concerned in the Conſecra- 
tions, could not intend to give 4 Power to Bi- 
ſhops Conſecrated by them to Ad in diſtricts 
which were not their own. F. XII. 

The laſt Surviver of our late Invalidly. depri ved 
Fathers could not give à Succeſſor a Right equal 
to his own. F. XIII. 

If Epiſcopacy had been extirpated, or the Poſſeſ- 
ſing Biſhops had no truly Epiſcopal Power given 
them by Perſons ſufficiently Authorized to give it 
them; Our Invalidly-deprived Fathers would 
have had the whole Power of the Church of 
England, not only for their own Lives, but with 


a Right alſo of perpetuating the Power which 
themſelves had received. F. XIV. 


Validly-conlecrated Biſhops me ſo fill Vacancies, 
as that they cannot be invaded by any other Bi- 
ſhop T97thout A new Acceſſion of Power beyond 
what is given to every particular Biſnop at his 
Confecration. IFVhich new Acceſſion could not 
be claimed by the laſt Surviver, F. XV. 

Recapitulation. F. XVI. 
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Proving, that even our late invalidly-deprived Fa- 
thers had no Right to ſubſtitute Succeſſors, who 
might legitimate the Separation after that the 
Schiſm had been concluded by the Deceaſe of 
the laſt Surviver of thoſe ſame Fathers. 

further Thoughts, alte- 

0 ied my pinie in u „e age 

Matter of very confiderable prived Fathers would 

Conſequence in relation to the 10 1 de c — 2 

preſent Schiſm ; and I here 512 ſe Ana 9 

think my ſelf obliged to give fince the Deceaſe of the 

my Reafons why 1 have done fie ab, thoſe 
fo. I zhere conceived that, 

if our late invalidly-deprived Fathers had intended 

the Continuance of the Schiſm after their own 

Deceaſe ;, they could, notwithſtanding, not effect 

it otherwiſe, than by Conſecrating Succeſſors in 

{ome of the Sees that had been vacated by an 

Invalid Deprivation of the Rightful Poſſeſſor. This 

I then thought to be the only Caſe in which a 

Right might have been derived from them for 

continuing the Separation after the Death of the 

laſt Surviver of our late Fathers who were con- 

cerned in the late Invalid Lay-deprivation. 1 


now queſtion, whether even this would have Hf. 
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Ince my finiſhing my Diſcourſe Entitled, The 
Caſe in View, now in Fact. I have, upon 
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ced to juſtify the Continuance of a Separate Com- 
munion, This, though it be not really the Caſe, 
yet it will certainly reach that which is ſo. And 
it will reach it by a Reaſoning ſtronger than any 
that had been particularly fitted to the Fact, what- 
ever it be that can nom be poſhbly pretended, 


ſbort of this ſuppoſed Cafe. For if it was not in 
thoſe Holy Fathers Power to perpetuate the Schiſm 


(as charged then, and that truly, on the Poſſeſſors 
who had not then a Poſſeſſion fo juſtifiable as it 
is now) by ſuch a Srubſlitution of even ſuch Suc- 
ceſſors, (which notwithſtanding was the uttermoſt 
that could be performed by them, in order to the 
continuance . of the Schiſm ſince the Departure of 
the laſt Survzver of that venerable College, and 
therefore is the wutermeſt that can be pretended 


by them, who are unhappily pleaſed to continue 
the Breach of Commumon in their Name, or b. 


an Authority derived from them.) It muſt needs 
be much /-ſ{s ſatisfactory for our Brethrens pur- 
pole, to inſiſt on any other pretence of Derivation 
of Power from thoſe fame Fathers ſbort of this, 
which was the very wuttermoſt that is poſſible to 
have been pretended in this Caſe. The Proof 
therefore of this muſt be deciſive as to any Caſe 
that falls hort of this Caſe # though it be not 
particularly adjufied to it, which J cannot pre- 
tend fo accurately to know. And I take it for a 
good and happy Providence, that I was not privy 
to the Deſign of continuing the Separation. My 
Caſe in View ſufficiently warned thoſe who were 

| concer- 


Right which had been former- 


concerned in it, how wnacceptable it would be 
to me, before it proved to be Matter of Fat. 


This I warn purpoſely, that my ſecond-hand In- 
formations and Greſſes may not be miſtaken for 


 Evidences againſt our Friends, Yet that will not 


hinder, but that the Caſe, as I have now ſtated it, 

will moſt pond reach their Cauſe, which is 
all that I am deſirous to deal with at preſent. 

That therefore which inclined me to yield fo 
far at the writing of the prece- | 

dent Diſcourſe, fince the Fact, 2+ Such Subſtitutes 

muſt neceflarily fall 

was, that I thought then, that port of the Title of their 


the continuance of a Succeſſor Predeceſſors in many Par- 
5 ticulars, which now, ſince 
in any of the invalidly-depri- the Death of the laſt 
ved Sees would have inveſted Suroiver, make againſt 


ſuch a Succeſſor with the fame A the Nivel vo 


ly in his Predeceſſors. This if it it had been 
true, would have given him a Right ſuperior to 
that of his Rival then in Poſſeſſiun of the fame 
See, and would conſequently have made the Rival 
a principal Schiſmatick, and all who owned the 
Rivals Communion Schiſmarical, as involved in the 
Contagion of that Schiſm wherein the Rival was 
a Principal. But this Reaſoning will not hold. 
It is certain that fuch a Subſlitute mult want ſe— 
veral things which were really pleadable by his 
Catbolick invalidly-deprived Predeceſſor ;, and which 
might give a Title to his Predecefjor , though 
himſelf could derive non from him. The füirſt 
:nvalidly-deprived Biſhop was conſecrated into an 


empry 
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empty See by the Authority of his Provincial Col. 


lege. This is what the ſubſticuted Sueceſſor can- 


not pretend to, but his Rival may. The Rival is 
in actual Poſſeſſion without any Competitor, from 
the Time of the Deceaſe of him who had been in- 
validly deprived. He is in that Poſſeſſion by the 
fame Right, that his invalidly deprived Predeceſſor 
could plead againft him before his Deceaſe. He 
has received his Antherity in the very fame Body 
wherein his wndoubted Predeteſſor received his. 
He has received it from the like Epiſcopal Aut ho- 
rity, which wanted nothing requiſite before for ob- 
taining its full Efe#, but the Vacancy of the See, 
by which want of a Vacancy the See was ren- 
dred uncapable of receiving a Succeſſor. He has 
his Poſſeſſion ratifyed by all that can be neceſſary 
to ratify it, by the ſeverett Canons, the Conſent 
of all that can pretend to any Right of a good 


ay Election, the Chery, the People, of all Ranks, and 


Dienities, and without any Injury that can be 
| pretended to any third Perion, that can be thought 
capable of any Injury by his Poſſeſſion, And what 
could his invalidly-deprived Predeceſſoy elai more 
than can be claimed by the Poſſeſſor ſince the Ex- 
piration of that ſame invalidly-deprived Predeceſ- 
for 2 Having therefore from the time of his Pre- 
deceſſors Death, the very fame Rights which made 
his own Subſtitution in the place of his 3nvalidly- 
deprived Predeceſſor Schiſmatical; our Friends 


fhould conſider how they can avoid the Force of 
the fame Reaſonings, in the Cale of a fſubſtitute 
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to an Altar oppoſite to the Altar of the preſent 
Rival, who is now in poſſeſſion by a better, as 
well as a more ancient Title than the Sub/tirute 
can poſſibly pretend, who cannot pretend to a more 
ancient Title than the Epocha of his invalidly- 
deprived Predeceſſors Death, which left his Ri- 
val in actual Poſſeſſion of the Diſtrict claimed by 
ſuch a Predeceſſor. His being a Rival to our in- 
validly-deprived Father, ſuppoles his Poſſæſſion an- 
tienter than any Title that can be derived no high- 
er than that ſame invalidly-deprived Fathers Death. 
And his being, ſince that time, in the ſame Poſ- 
ſeſſion in which that ſame deprived Father was 
at the time of his own Subſtitution, in oppo- 
ſition to that ſame Father whoſe Right could 
not be extinguiſhed by an invalid Depriva- 


tion, will give the preſent Peſſaſſor the ſame 


Right againſt all future Subſtitutes in oppoſition 
to himſelf, that the ſame invalidly-deprived Father 
had againſt him at the time of his Entrance in- 
to the ſame. Diſtrict, which was then in the Cano- 
nical Poſſeſſion of the ſame invalidly-deprived Father. 
Was therefore the Rivals Subſtitution into the Di- 


ſtrict of his invalidh-deprived living Predeceſſor 


Schiſmatical £ And will not the like Sb/tirution 
of a Succeſſor into the full See of the Rival poſ- 
ſeſſed by the ſame Right, which was in his Pre- 
deceſſor at the firſt Entrance of the Rival, be, 
for the ſame reaſon, Schiſmatical alſo? 


Our 
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3. Even the Poſſeſion 
of the preſent Incum- 
bents gives them a bet- 
ter Title than any that 
can be derived from our 
znvalidly-deprived Fathers 
fince the Death of the 
laſt Surviver of thole 
fame Fathers now. And 
that, by the ſame Rea- 
fonings, which made a- 


Our Friends cannot pretend 
but that a Poſſæſſion continued 
without any better Claim in 
a Rival, is, at leaſt, as good 
as that which is continued 
only on the account of the 
Invalidity of the Deprivation 
of a Predecefſor, and the ne- 
ceſlarily conſequent Invalidity 


gainſt theſe ſame Poſſef- 


tors formerly. of the Subſtitution of a SC = 
ce//or into the ſame See which 


is here ſuppoſed not validly vacant. And did the 


firſt Subſiitition not only make the Principal Suh 


ſlitute Schiſmatical, but involve alſo all who an 

way owned the Communion of the firſt Subſtitute 
in the contagion of the Schiſm, which had its 
Original from that firſt Stibiſlitution? And how 
can our Friends avoid. the like Conſequence of a 
Sehiſin, both Principal and Derivative in a Caſe 
ſo exactly the ſame, and in oppoſition to a Poe 
fran every way as Canonical as that was where- 
in they do indeed allow this Conſequence? This 
Reaſoning will indeed proceed for the Right of 
each Po/j-//or from the time of the Death of the 
beiter entitied Father. So far, I mean, as the 
Right of that particular, better entitled Father is 


concerned. There can thence forward be no ex- 


cuſable pretence for continuing the Separation on 
account of that particular invalidly-deprived Father. 
Yet the Schiſn might fſhll remain whilſt that 
otherwiſe rightly poſſeſſed Rival continued himſelf 
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in the contagion of the Schiſm by communicating 
with Collegues, who are not ſo rightfully poſſeſſed as he 
was, by the like Deceaſe of their better entitled Rivals, 
But when all the invalid Deprivations are ended 
by the Death of the laſt Surviver of thoſe who 
had been injured by ſuch invalid Deprivations ; 
there cannot, from that time forwards, remain any 
juſt pretence for continuing the Separation which 
was Originally grounded on the Perſonal Injuries 
committed againſt hen who had been wronged by 
the invalid Deprivations, From that time all Al- 
tars are equally Rightful, and all Poſſeſſors are 
Juſt Poſſeſſors by the ſame Rules which made the 
Right of our invalidly-deprived Fathers unqueſtio- 
nable on the Commencement of the lat? unhappy 
Schiſm. Then the ſame Charge of Schiſm will lie 
againſt any who are guilty of the like Innova- 
tions in erecting any new Altars in oppoſition to 
any of the Altars, which are all of them, from 
that time, rightfully poſſeſſed, Our invalidiy-de- 
prived Fathers could not poſſibly be excuſed, it 
it had been poſ7ble for them to have been guilty of 
any fuch Innovation, nor could any attempt of 
theirs have been valid with regard to Conſerence, 
if they had endeavoured it. Much Tels can it be 
defended in any who continue the Separation un- 
der the umbrage of their venerable Names which 
even themſelves had no Right to have continued, 
no, not tho' ſuch pretences had been unqueſiions 
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Nor will it be 


It was reaſonable 
for God to confine the 
Celeſtialratification to the 
Communion of our late 
invalidly-deprived Biſhops 
ſo long as the Injury 
laſted, in order to the 
obliging thoſe, who were 
guilty of the Injury, to 
make amends for it. But 
this reaſon ceaſes when 
the Injury cealed by the 
Death of the laſt Survi- 
ver, and the Injury is 
thereby made irrepara- 
ble. 


difficult, to give a fair account 


of the Reaſonableneſs of thoſe 
things à priori. Whileſt the 
Right of having their Acts ra- 
tified in Heaven could not be 
taken from our late Fathers 
by an invalid Deprivation, fo 
long the Myſtical Benefits of 
Communion which follow that 
ratification , with regard to 
Conſcience, muſt have been 
confined to the ſame Commu- 
nion, and muſt therefore have 


_ obliged all Conſcientious Per- 
fons to adhere to that Communion, however diſ- 
countenanced by the State. The Secular Power 
cannot pretend to any Right inherent in it ſelf 
for diſpoſing of fuch Myſtical Benefits, Nor have 
the Secular Powers received any Authority from 
God, which may oblige him, who alone has the 
Power of diſpoling of them, to ſecond their un- 
' reaſonable Decrees. The Fudge of all the Earth 
will moſt certainly favour the Cauſe that 1s moſt 
righteaus, whatever Men may do. But in the 
Caſe, wherein we are concerned at preſent, the 
Right now lying in the Pofſeſſors, they only will 
be conſequently intitled to the Divine ratification. 
This will deſtroy the Title of all later Intruders 
do a Celeſtial ratification, by whomſoever the In- 
trufion is made, till the better Title of the preſent 
Peſſeſſors be firſt vacated by an Authority ſuth- 
| Clent 
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cient for that purpoſe, And that will again, b 
a juſt Conſequence, oblige all Eccleſiaſtical Subjefts 
rather to adhere to the Communion of the preſent 
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N wherein they may reaſonably hope for 
a Celeſtial ratification, than to that of any oppoſite 
Altars wherein they cannot expect it. There was 
indeed reaſon to believe that God did ſecond the 
Acts of our late invalidly-deprived Fathers, whileſt 
even the Perſonal Injury was continued, which 
cannot be pleaded now. So long their Night, in 
Conſcience, continued, which could not be affected 
by an Authority that was incompetent, and a De- 
privation that was therefore Invalid from its firſt 
Original, So long it was requiſite, if, for no other 
ends, yet, that God might thereby oblige the In- 
jurers to do juſtice, and to put the Injured Per- 
ſons in that Poſſe//ron of which they never could 
deprive them, with regard to Conſcience, ſo as to 
make it ſafe in Conſcience for the Subjects to 
withdraw their Duty, from the Rightful Proprietors, | 
and to pay it to them who had been impoſed on 
the Subjects by the Incompetent Authority, And 
the Interception of Celeſtial Correſpondence, whileſt 
Bey continued in the Communion of the Invalid 
Subſtitutes, was indeed a very ſevere degree of 
ſpiritual coercion grounded on the danger of loſing 
ſpiritual Benefits, to oblige them to do Auſtice, and 


to return to their Duty to thoſe to whom God 


had made their Subjection due. But when the 
Injury ceaſes by the Deceaſe of the Perſons con- 
cerned in it, this reaſon of the Celeſtial ratifica- 


tion 
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tion ceaſes, and returns on them who had adher'd 
to the Injured Predeceſſors, if, after their Death, 
they continue a Communion oppoſite to the more 
Rig!tful Poſſeſſors. From thence. forward they 
are themſelves guilty of the Injury, and can there- 
fore expect no Celeſtial ratification, that can en- 
conrage any to joyn with them. None can then 
pretend to tranſact between Heaven and Us, but 
the P-//e//ors who have now no Rival, thut can 
pretend to make their Title diſputable. | 

It is certain that the demiſe of the laſt Surviver 

3 of our inbalidy deprived Fa- 
of the laſt Her viver, there thers conveyed no Title to any 
are now no Altars capa- particular Perſon to ſucceed 


n p17 him in the fame Right that 
' oppoſition to them, but was veſted in him, that IS, 
OP es N which could be antecedent to 
cannot ow be invaded that of the actual Poſſeſſer, and 
without beginning a that might, on Account of its 
W Priority, plead for its Prefe- 
rence before that of the Poſſeſſor. It is therefore 
certain that the Poſſeſſors Title muſt needs be 
antecedent to any Title derivable from the Perſon 
of the laſt Surviver of our late Fathers, and there- 
fore better than any Title of that kind. It 1s 
withal certain, that from that time forwards there 
can therefore be no Altars capable of having other 


Altars erected in Oppoſition to them, but only thoſe 


of the atual Poſſeſſors. There can therefore from 


chat time, be no Schiſm but what is in Oppoſition 
to thoſe Poſſeſſors. How then is it poſſible _ 
tne 
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the Separation can be continued againſt thoſe ſame 
Poſſefſors without being it ſelf Schiſmarical, - as 
being the erefing a new Altar againſt thoſe who 
alone are capable of having Altars erected in Op- 
poſition to them? Will they make it poſſible by 
an Act for that Purpoſe from the Surviver in his 
Life time, empowering others to fl up his own 
Place immediately after his Death? That had been 
a Power to ordain into Sees already filled by the 
unrivalled Succeſſors, which was a Power greater 
than the Surviver himſelf had, greater than all 
his invalidly deprived Collegues had, though th: 
had alſo joyned with him in the ſame Commiſſi- 
on; and therefore greater than could be granted 
by them altogether by a Commiſſion to be execu- 
ted by others after their Deceaſe. They had all 
been - Schiſmaticks, if they had made any ſuch C5n- 
ſecrations into full Sees, whilſt themſelves were 
living; and therefore could not validly convey that 
Power to others, wllich could not have been ex- 
erciſed by themſelves, in their own Verſons, with- 
out laying a Foundation for a new Schiſm. This 
therefore muſt be Schiſinatical in thoſe who ſhould 
pretend to execute ſuch a Commiſſion by a Potwer 
which they could neither derive from the Com- 
miſſion, nor have it in themſelves. Will they there- 
fore, to avoid this Inconvenience of Conſecrating 
into full Sees, defer the executing ſuch a Comm:/- 
fron till the next Vacancy 2 But that Caſe 1s stil 
as little Pra&dicable as the other. By that time 
the Schifm would have been compleatly _ 
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and our invalidly-deprived Fathers muſt have made 
one Body with thoſe who had been their Col- 
legues formerly, and muſt have been determined, 
in Matters of this Nature by the Majority of the 
Suffrages of their more mimerotis Brethren. Then 
they could neither pitch on Perſons without the 
Conſent of others who can pretend to the ſame 
Right; nor make any new Conſecrations without 
their Synod and Metropolitans, and would be 
themſelves anſwerable for the Inconveniences and 
Schiſms which might follow, if they ſhould be 
guilty of any ſuch Attempt, So far they would 
have been from a Right to convey ſuch a Power 
to others by a Commiſſion which was not to take 
place till a conſiderable diſtance after their own 
Death, 
Yet, though ſuch a Right could have been deri- 
22 ved from the Deceaſed as might 
and againſt the ene have enabled Perſons, now li- 
of Societies in general, ving, to perpetuate the Schiſin; 
* fate ee it is, by no means, "fit that 
ſhould ſurvive the Per: Perſons ſo empowered ſhould 
one concerned in thole uſe the Porwer given them, for 
NJunres. i k 
ſo ill an end as that is, of per- 
petuating a Schiſm, A Lover of Peace ought to 
have a Favour for the things which make for 
Peace. Eſpecially in ſuch a Cauſe as this is, 
where the end cannot be attained without com- 
mitting a new Sin. Schiſm cannot be continued 


without a Continuation of the Injury offered to 


the Perſon who has the Title which is diſputed 
between the different Competitors for the ſame 
| Rig ht. 
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Righr. This a good Man ſhould not find in his 
Heart to be guilty of. He ſhould not delight 
in having the Injury remembred. Much leſs , 
that the Memory of it ſhould be revived: when 
Men are diſpoſed to forget it by the Death of the 
Injured Perſon, He would abhor the Thoughts 
of reviving the Reſentments and Animaſities con- 
cerned in the Schiſin, that was occaſioned by the 
Perſonal Injury. Much more grievous muſt be the 
Revival of the Schiſm it ſelf, which muſt be 
leſs juſtifiable, when it has no. better Plza than the 


Revival of the old Reſemtments and Ani maſities. 


So far he would be from contributing, what lyes 
in him, to the Revival of thoſe Human Pafjwns 
(which occaſion juſt Reflections on Defigns other- 
wiſe very commendable) what Zeal foever is pre- 
tended in favour of them. But then eſpecially 
when no other plauſible Cauſe can be given, for 
reviving thoſe Quarrels and Diviſions heſides thote 
Humane Paſſions, which the Perions who are guil. 
ty of them will notwithſtanding be aſhamed to n 
as the true Cauſes of their own Separation. Yer 


what can they pretend elſe in the preſent Cate, 


that can appear any way plauſible 2 It is certainly 
the Publick Intereſt of Societies in general, that 
Quarrels, relating to Perſona! Injuries, ſhould be 
extinguiſhed with the Lives of thoſe who. /ufer 
by thoſe Injuries. If the Memory of ſuch Perbe- 
nal Injuries be perpetuated, it will, in courſe, 
follow that the Divi/zons occaſioned by them will 
be alſo perhetuated, which will plamly tend to 
the Diſſolution of the Societies themſelves if” which 
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the Frequency of ſuch Injuries is, in a long Pro- 
ceſs of time, unavoidable. This way therefore 
of ending Diviſions being abſolutely neceſſary for 
the Preſervation of Societies in general, mult there- 
fore be an obliging Duty. Publick Intereſt can ne- 
ver fail of being ſo, though promoting private 
Intereſt is ſinful, whenever ſuch Private Intereſt 
interferes with that which is Publick. Nor can 
I ſee, in our preſent Caſe, what good End can be 
propoſed in continuing the Memory of the Injury 
committed againſt our Deceaſed Fathers, by con- 
tinuing ſtill the Diviſion occaſioned by that Inju- 
7y, they being now incapable of having Fuſtice 
done them by a Reparation of the Injury,, or by 
a Reſlitution of what was taken from them by the 
Invalid Deprivation, Whatever Perſonal Ris 
they had are extinguiſbed by their Death, nor 
can they be now afſeried by continuing the Sepa- 
ration on account of thole who were once intitled 
to thoſe Rights, 5 
If our Friends will be pleaſed impartially to re- 
flect on it, they will find that 
2 e is the Injury now concerned in 
grounded, does no way the preſent Separation is not 
F 
NA, | which was offered to our in- 
= 1 Conti validly-deprived Fathers,which 
mance of the Separation formerly juſtifyed the Separa- 
be taken for a Continua- * . . 
tion ot the ſame Schiſm. lion made on their account, 
| | __ whiiſt that Injury was conti- 
nued, and whillt it was capable of being he 
| 9 at 
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of thoſe who were concerned in it? What Injury 
therefore can they now complain of, that may 
any way relate to thoſe ſame Fathers, that may 
any way ſeem to Patronize a Separation no on 


the fame account of thoſe fame Fathers 2 Can 


they pretend, that by our ſaid Holy Fathers De- 
ceaſe, any Right is devolved on any Perſon now 
living, who is ſtill 7njurioufly kept out of his Right 
by the ſame Violence by which ot Holy Fathers 
themſelves were ex-luded from their own Rights 
reſpectively? This, had it been true, might have 
made their preſent Separation look like a Continua- 
tion of the old one, as the Injury of Succeſſors in 
Rights devolved from Anceſtors may be reckoned 
for a Continuance of an Injury offered to the An- 
ceſtors, if the ſame Rights had been queſtioned in 


the Anceſtors from whom thoſe Rights had de- 


volved. This Plea might indeed have had place 
in the Caſe of an Hereditary Succeſſion but can 
have none in a Succeſſion that is Ele&ive, ſuch 
as that is of Ecclefraſtical Offices. In ſuch Suc- 
cefſions none can pretend to an Actual Right till 


he be choſen by the Conſent of thoſe who have a 


Canonical Right to chuſe him. Nor can he there 
fore reaſonably complain of any Injury that is 


offered him, if he be not put in Actua] Poſſeſſion 


of his Office immediately after the Demiſe of his 
Predeceſſor, Nor can he plead any Title to Actua! 
Peſſæſſion till his Actual Flection, in which his 
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15 
That Injury, they very well know, is not now con- 
tinued, but perfectly extinguiſhed by the Deceaſe 
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Predeceſſor is no way concerned, nor therefore 
capable of being Injured, as he therefore cannot 
be in the Poſſeſſion which muſt neceſſarily follow 
the Election. Let them therefore be pleaſed to 
conſider how they can excuſe their Separation on 
accouit of our late invalidly-deprived Fathers from 
being Schiſnatical, if they can pretend no Injury 
offered to them as a reaſon of their Separation. 
The moſt diſtant Inſtance of a Power, that could 
poſſibly be derived from our late invalidly-deprived 
Fathers, 1s that which might have been derived 
from them by a Commiſſion, enabling the Perſon 
ſo Commiſſionated to A# with the full Authority 
of a Biſhop from the Death, of the laſt Surviver 
of thoſe who had been invalidly-deprived. Yet this 
very Perſon could not Lawfully a& then, becauſe 
he could not then find any vacant See that might 
be capable of receiving him. Nor could he, even 


then, juſtly complain of being Injured by his being 


kindred from executing his Commiſſion by the Ful- 
neſs of the Sezs, It is the very fame Plea which 
our Friends themſelves inſiſted on againſt our pre- 
ſent Poſſeſſors, as many of them as would ſet up 
in oppoſition to our lite invalidly-deprived Fathers. 
They alſo had an Epiſcopal Power given them by 
Biſhops who had a Right to give Epiſcopal Pow- 
er, Yet we all believed no Injury done them, 
when we oppoſed their exerciſing that Power in 
the Diſtricts of our invalidly-deprived Fathers, be- 
cauſe that very Invalidiiy of their Deprivation kept 


them, with regard to Conſcience, in the ſame con- 


dition 
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dition as if ſuch a Deprivation had never been. 
The ſame Plea, which made againſt them then, 
makes for them now ; and proves as ſtrongly, that 
Biſhops empowered by a Commiſſion by our late 
mnvalidly-deprived Fathers, which had confined them 
from the Exerciſeof the Power that was given them, 
till the Death of the laſt Surviver of thoſe who 
had given it, had no Injury done them in being 
ſince hindred from exerciſing it at all, becauſe they 
have now no Facancy wherein they can exerciſe it; 
and their exercifong it in full Sees, will expoſe 
them to the ſame Charge of Schiſm with which 
they charged their preſent Competitors, when their 
Cale was the ſame that their own is now. Thus 
it appears that no Title of Fpiſcopal Power deri- 
ved from our late invalidly-deprived Fathers can 
be available ſince the Death of the laſt Surviver 
of thoſe Fathers from whom it had been derived. 
And the reaſon, why it ought to be fo, is very 
clear. A Schiſm that is grounded on an Injury 
cannot poſſibly laſt longer than the Injury on which 
it 1gggrounded, 'Thence it plainly follows, that 
if a Schiſm be grounded on Perſonal Injuries, it 
muſt, in courſe, expire with the Lives on which 
it is grounded. That is particularly, with the 
Life of the laſt Surviver, This is exactly the 
Cale of a Biſhop as to the Rights which may @-- 
crue to him on account of Injuries committed a- 
gainſt his Perſon. They muſt all fall together 
with his Perſon. And if he ſhould take upon hin 
to diſpoſe of them after his own Death, thit 

B 4 would 
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would be to diſpoſe of them, after they ceaſe 
to be his own. It would be the ſame Caſe, as if 
a Tenent for Life ſhould venture to diſpoſe of his 
Tenement after his Deceaſe, that is after himſelf 
could no longer claim a Right to it. This would 
have been mu! in it ſelf. Nor could it be expe- 
Hed that any Legal Fudicatory could ratify ſuch 
a Diſpoſal, whereby more would be diſpoſed of 
than the Diſpaſe, could lay any Legal Claim to. 
Nor can he who derives {oi ſuch a Claim pre- 
tend that he is injured if he be denyed the Be- 
nefit of ſuch a Claim. A e 
The Separation may indeed ſeem the ſame with 
| that which was before the 
8. The new Schiſm, Death of the laſt Surviver, be- 
commenced fince the 
Death of the laft Survi. Cauſe themſelves have been 
ver, is againſt the pre- pleaſed to continue it. At 
{a 00s "8 leaſt its Continnance may give 
e them occaſion to thinł ſo. But 
as to the Queſtion we are now diſputing of, the 
Parts of it are very different. There was indeed 
a Schiſm concerned in both Parts of it; but Hoſe 
of ſo different a nature, that they who were the 
Catholicks in the former Schiſm have here taken 
their Turns of being themſelves the Schiſmaticks 
in the later. They might poſſibly think, that by 
continuing their Separation, they alſo continued 
the Schiſin in the ſame condition it was before, 
and upon the ſame Terms of Advantage to them- 
ſfetves wherein they were before, when we alſo 
joyned with them, and owned the Fuftice of their 


LEE nn eee ᷑è x on: Ae" oe oa. ot ö ee ee 


e on Be. 


RS 


Appendix. .". 
Cauſe, Accorgingly they took their continuing their 
Separation for Stedfaſineſs, and our Re-union with 
our former National Church for Unekſineſs. As if 
the Cafe were ſtill the ſame, and we could give 
no better account for our leaving their Communion 
now than our Uneaſmeſs under the Sufferings where- 
in we then ſhared with them, and are ſtill as rea- 


dy as ever to joyn with them in aſſerting the Rights 


and Independency of the true Communion. And, as 
if we had hereby failed in our Stedfaſineſs to any 
Canſe, which we then believed good. This is, 
becauſe they do not conſider how much their Cauſe 
is changed, though their Separation be the ſame ? 
If their Continuance of the Separation had continued 


the Schiſm in the ſame condition wherein it was 


before; then I ſhould indeed have acknowledged 
ſome Force in his Defence. But it is certain, that 
the Continuance of the Separation is not alone any 
Argument of the ſame Schiſm that was before. And 


we need no other Criterion for knowing whether the 


Schiſm be the ſame than this which may be drawn 


— — 


from. the Injury on which the Schiſm was then 


grounded. That was notoriouſly on the invalid 
Deprivation of our late venerable Fathers. But as 
the Right thoſe Holy Fathers had to their Sees, 
could not 'be for any longer Period than that of 
their own Lives, ſo neither could the Injury, which 
was done them by the Deprivation, ſurvive that 
ſame Period. The Continuance therefore of the Se- 

aration, ſince the Deceaſe of the laſt Surviver of 
1155 Holy Fathers, cannot pretend now to be any 
bedblinnD Fl | Aſſer- 
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Aſſertion of their Lordſhips Rights againſt any 
Injury that might concern the Perſons of their 
Lordſhips. That Injury therefore being ended, ano- 
ther Carſe muſt be enquired for, that may be plea- 
ded for continuing the Separation upon account 
of a new Schiſm ſince the Expiration of the old 


one. And this can concern none but the preſent 


unrivalled Poſſeſſors. They only now have Title 
to all the particular Diſtricts and ſingle Altars of 
which they are now poſſeſſed. Nor can therefore 


any be Injured, but they by erecting oppoſite Al- 
tars againſt their Altars, or by exerciſing any Ju- 


riſdiction without the Leave of the Incumbents 
in the Diſtricts now Lawfully and Canonically 


poſſeſſe by them, as the only true Proprietors. 


Here the Injury of ſeparate Aſſemblies in any of 
the poſſeſſed Diſtrits muſt affect the Biſhops of 
the Public Churches. Thus ſuch Separatiſts muſt 
be the Authors of the Injury concerned in the 
preſent Schiſin, and therefore properly Schiſmati- 
cal. 

As to the Cafe of our late ä 
invalidly-deprived Fathers, and „ Fathers covid no 
the Schiſm that was then con- more gain new Rights, 


. than they could loſe 
trated by erecting Altars op- their old "Rights, by a 


poſite to theirs : It 18 certain, 3 . IN 

77 7 - , Aid. et Without ac- 
that 70 4 Dep 60 i kus lid, quiring new Rights, they 
In it ſel/ could take 110 Rights could not juſtify their 
from them, ſo neither could it Subſtitution of Sucoeſor 
add any Rights to them which A 


were not theirs before nor could it prejudge a- 


gainſt 


the Principles on which it was ſiſt made. Hence 
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gainſt the Rights of tlie other Biſhops then enga- 
ged in the Schiſin when they ſhould ceaſe to be 
Schiſmaticks, and they who were the [njrred Com- 
munion before, on account of the Inva/on of the 
Rights then belonging to their own Biſhops,, ſhould 
change the Caſe, by becoming themſelves the In- 
vaders of the Rights of other Wire in continuing 
the Separation longer than it could be jſlified by 


therefore it follows, that it could not give them a 
Power of heaping up a ſeparate Succeſſion after their 2% 
own Deceaſe, becauſe the Right they had to juſtify 
the Separation then in being, depended on the Per- 
ſonal Injury offered to their own Perſons which was 
to expire with their Lives. Before that Injury 
was offered, they had no Right to act ſeparately 
at all, but would have drawn the Guilt of Schiſm 
on their own Heads, if they had then denyed their 
Communion to their Collegues in the node of which 
they were then Members. And fo long they were 
obliged to act by the Rules of Spnodical Determi- 


nations of which this was a principal one, that 


they were to be concluded by the Majoricy of their 
reſpective Synode. The Right therefore of acting 
ſeparately can laſt no longer than the Lives of 
thoſe who ſuffer by the Injury, which muſt ne- 
ceſſarily put an End to all Injuries that are Perſo- 
nal. When the Schiſm is ended, whether by Re- 
paration of the Inquries, or the Deceaſe of the In- 
jured Perſons ,, they then return to the Condition 
wherein they were before, and can no longer Juſlify 
| I obs their 
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their Acting as a ſeparate Communion from being 
Schiſmatical. Then all their Acts muſt fail in 


þ..22courſe, which was ground on the Temporary Right 


| they had of Acting as a ſeparate Communion , 
which as it begun with the Perſonal Injuries, muſt 
alfo dye with them. Of this kind was that of 
frebſtituting Succeſſors to Rights. that muſt neceſſa- 
rily expire before the Caſe of Sueceſſion can fall. 


This is a double Uſurpation - 1. That of the Sub- 


ftitution after their own Death, when whatever 
Rig ht they had before, muſt be ſuppoſed to have 
been extinguiſped with their own Lives : 2. That 
of encroaching on the Right of their Synod, by 
which they ought to be over-ruled in the Choice 
and Conſecration of their Succeſſors ; of the ſame 
kind are all A#s of what nature ſoever, that are 
intended for Perpetuity, which no Power can pre- 
tend to, that cannot pretend to be more than Tem- 
porary, and for no Term beyond the Lives of them, 


who, for the time being, are veſted with the Power. 


Thefe muſt neceſſarily expect the Ratification of 


Pefterity, to whom the Right devolves when it is 
extinguiſhed by the Demiſe of each particular Per- 
an who had once? a ſhare in the Rigbt. And to 
deſign a Decree that muſt laſt after the Devohution 
is plainly to invade the Right of thoſe to whom it 
muſt legally devolus when that Power ceaſes, 
which 1s only Temporary and Perſonal, Much 
more muſt ſuch Acts. be Originally Invalid, which 
are made with a deen of eluding the Devolution, 
22d the conveyance of the ſame Right to thoſe who 


4 are 
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are the Canonical Succeſſors to it upon the Extin- 
Sion of that Right which had before been only 
Perſonal. The Publick Intereſt of the whole Body 
ought herein to over-rule all private ſelfiſh Projects 
for prolonging Perſonal Rights beyond the Perſons 
who had formerly been inveſted with them. The 
Publick muſt not loſe the Right for a Moment, 
as it muſt do if the Devolution be interrupted. It 
ought, in Reaſon and Juſtice, to take place even 
of private Right, and therefore much more of 
the fraudulent Contrivances of concerned Perſons 
to make the Devolution unpracticable. The clat- 
ming any thing of thoſe kinds would make Inju- 
red Biſhops Gainers by the Injury that had been offe- 
red to them, if they had thereby been enabled to make 
Acts that ſhould oblige for ever by a Right that 
ought to periſo with their Lives; and to. be for 
ever free from the Canonical Reſtraints of their 
reſpective Synods, to which they could not pre- 
tend before the Injury had been offered to them, 
This would encourage Biſhops to make, if they 
could not find, occaſions for heading oppoſite Conr- 
munont, when they might thereby enlarge rhe 
Power given them at their Epiſcopal Conſccration 
beyond the Bounds within which they mult other- 
wiſe have been confined, Eſpecially when they 
might be zndemnifyed in ſuch attempts, either by 
the Secular Powers, or wi a Party too Potent to 
be ſuppreſſed. This mult, in proceſs of time, 744- 
in the Body, when the Caſes ſhould prove nu 
ro, if Schiſms ſo grounded on Perſona, Infuriat, 

may, 
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may, conliſtently with Principles of Conference 
be perpetuated, And all this with gradual an 

proportionable encroachments on the lawful Power 
of the common Body. There ought certainly to be 
ſome regard to the common Bodies, when the In- 
juries which have already occaſioned ſeparate Com- 
munions are known already to be only Perſonal and 
Temporary; and that, when the Injuries are en- 
ded, it will then be their Duty to reunite to 
their reſpective Bodies. Publick-ſpirited Perſons 
ought, in the mean time, to take care that the 
good of the Publick be preferred to the Intereſts 
of a ſinall Party; and that the Reconciliation which 


cannot be preſumed very diſtant, when the Sepa- 


ration, which is at preſent thought neceſſary, is 
grounded on Reaſons only Temporary. Care there- 
fore ought to be taken, in the mean time, that, 
when the Seaſon of Reconciliation comes, the Wound 
that has been made by the Schiſm, may be per- 
fectly Cured ; that the Church be reſtored in In- 
teerum, to the Plenitude of Power of which ſhe 
was poſſeſſed before the unhappy Breach. As 
fingle Perſons were wronged by the Injuries, fo 
they were particular Perſons alſo who were 
concerned in offering the Injuries, Nor 1s there 
any more reaſon that the publick Body ſhould loſe 
its Rights in diſpoſing of the Succeſſion, and re- 
turning to Unity within it ſelf, upon the Expira- 
zion of the Perſonal Injuries, and the Schiſm which 
had been grounded on thoſe Perſonal Injuries; 
than that the Perſons Injured ſhould loſe their juſt 
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Rights by an invalid Deprivation, even for the 
ſpace of their own Lives reſpectively. No Act 
therefore of theirs, even whilſt their ſeparate 
Communion was juſtifiable, can be valid after the 
Death of the laſt Surviver, Nor can it therefore 
prolong their Power after that fame Period; but 
muſt be fo far nul in it ſelf, as it may pretend 
or ſeem to do fo, as inconſiſtent with the Righs 
the Public Body has to be reunited from thence- 
forward, which Publick Right ought to over-rule 
all private Claims. | | 

et, how certain ſoever it is, that our inva- 
lidly-deprived Fathers could | 
not gain any new Acceſſion fe On terms of Fque- 
of Power, by a Deprivation Right, pls nbc ohh 
confeſſedly invalid; there is ju for any other only 
however, I confeſs, an ap- ©2977 4 Perlon to 
pearance to the contrary, that 
may induce our old Friends to hint otherwiſe. 
All the Right which we, as well as they, ac- 
knowledged in thoſe ſame Fathers to Act in all 
other Dioceſes, as well as their own, may lot like 
a new Acceſſion of Power, becauſe they could not 
pretend to it before. But, whatever it /zems, it 
is not really ſo. The Power exerciſed by them, 
in this particular, was really no more than what 
they had each of them received at his Conſecra- 
tion. They were then ſo far made Biſhops of the 
Catholick Church diffuſive, as that they had a Right 
to exerciſe the Power that was then given them 
where-ever Chriſtianity was profefled, where- ever that 
exerciſe 
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exerciſe ſhould not prove inconſiſtent with the Right 
of another Biſhop of equal Authority with them- 
. ſelves. Thus they had a Right of afual! Exerciſe 
in all vacancies, where there were no. Carbolick 
Biſhops inveſted with a better Right for filling thoſe 
particular vacancies. And this was truly the Caſe, 
whileſt thoſe invalidly-deprived Biſhops lived, who 
were pleaſed to inſiſt on their Right. The Body 
of our Engliſh Biſhops were ſo long involved in the 
Schiſmaticu Contagion by their Communion with 
ſome principal Schiſmatick, and by their Schiſm, 
made themſelves no Biſhops, as to any exerciſe of 
their Epiſcopal Power, and their diſtricts vacan- 
cies, by the Interpretation of Catholick Diſcipline. 
So long therefore the invalidly-deprived Fathers 
had the Power of the whole Church of England, 
whileſt the whole Church of England continued 
to be one intire vacancy, And had this vacancy 
been perpetual, they might in the Name of the 
whole Church of England, have made Conſtitu- 
tions that might have obliged Poſterity alſo, till 
they were repealed by an Authority equal to that 
which made them. But this was no more an en- 
creaſe of the Power which was given them at their 
tirſt Conſecration, than it would have been if _— 
had exerciſed the ſame Power in a Country, whic 

had firſt been converted by them, which had ne- 
ver heard of the Name of Chriſt before they had 
heard it from them. In this Caſe there could be 
no pretence for an increaſe of Power in them, 
where there had been no antecedent Right at 
| COU 
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ſettlement, how free ſoever they had been before. 
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could either give or forfeir what had been lat 
ful for them to exerciſe in ſuch a deſolate diſtrict, 
though it had been unlawful for them to have ex- 
erciſed it in England, in Caſe there had been no 
vacancies made by Schiſm, This is indeed the 
reaſon that gave thoſe Biſhops no Right to exer- a 
ciſe their Authority in their Colleguer diftrifts af- 
ter their invalid Deprivations, becauſe they had 
it after the Commencement of the Schiſm by the in- 
valid Deprivation, but could not have juſtified the 
like Encroachments on their Brethrens Rights, if 
the Schiſm had not made the diſtricts of their 
Brethren vacancies. But this will appear to be 
now new Power, but only a new capacity of the n 
diſtrict for receiving the exerciſe of that ſame 
Power which was given them at their firſt Con- 
ſecration. The Power given them was indefinite 
rather than univerſal, ſuch as might have been 
exerciſed where-ever they could find or make Chri- 
ſtians. Such as had been in the State of Nature, 
(if ever there were ſuch a State, ſuch as our Com- 
mon-wealth Adverſaries would perſwade us to 


of Men in Countries yet unoccupyed, and there- 
fore in that State of murual Equality, wherein 
they ſuppoſe them before any ſort of Govern- | 
ment had been ſettled by the conſent of all the 
Individuals, who were to be concluded by the 


In this Caſe every Individual had a Title to his 
quota of the product of the whole. Yet ſo, as 
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that every other Individual alſo has the like Title 
to his own Share exindiviſo, tho no Shares be 
divided and aſcertained. Yet there is no neceſſi- 


ty of making this State a State of War (as Mr. Hobbes 


would fain have perſwaded us) if Men would even 
then have acted like Men, that is, like Reaſonable 
Creatures. That very Reaſon would make every 
Individual ſenſible, how much it is his Intereſt to 
keep 2 good Underſtanding with all with whom he 
converſes, of whoſe good Will he may any time 
ſtand in need. It would make him to prevent 
them by good Offices of his own, as an Engagement 
for doing the like for him when he ſhall need 
them. It would oblige him to do to them, as he 
would have them to deal with him. And as each 
Individual has thoſe Rights antecedently to any 
political Partition, ſo he is capable of being injured 


if any ſuch Rights be derived from him. Occu- 


pation, even in this caſe, confers a Right, provi- 
ded that the occupying Perſon occupies no more 
than what, upon an equal Partition, might fall to 
his own ſhare, But if any pretend, in this Caſe 
to ocerpy fo much of the Common, as not to leave 
enough to anſwer the Proportions of this Mul- 
zitude, (whom we are not yet to call a Society) 


who have notwithſtanding as great a Right in the 


Common as himſelf”; this will indeed begin the Ho- 


fility, which, without this, could never have been, 
whilſt the indefinite Rights in the Common, would, 


without Partition, have anſwered the Neceſſities of 
each particular,” For he makes himſelf a common 
Fnemy 
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Enemy who breaks theſe Rules, which are fo ab- 
ſolutely neceſſary to keep up this friendly Commerce 


between Rational Beings, which is ſo neceſſary for 


the Good of each Individual Perſon antecedently 
to all Political Contracts or Settlements. 

We are therefore, by the ſame Parity of Reaſo- 
ning, ſo to interpret this Right 
of every, Individual Biſhop to 1 TOE Pieter 
Catholic k Furiſdiftion, which gises fuck a Title of 
18 equal in them all, as that 1t Dceupation IIS Bi- 
may not interfere with the S h ge l 
Rights of his Brethren of the Conſecration. 
ſame College, 1 mean, as to 
the Rights appropriated to each of them, (by the 
Rules of the firſt Settlement for keeping up the 
Succeſſion) at their ſeveral reſpective Confecrations. 
This is ſomewhat more than the Occupation now 
mentioned in the ſuppoſed State of Nature, which. 
was notwithſtanding alone ſufficient to make an 
Invaſion on Riphts fo occnpy'd injurious, The Oc- 
cupation in the State of Nature gives Right only 
by the Reaſonablenefs of the thing it ſelf, and the 
Advantage it gives to a particular Claimant above 
all others who lay Claim to the fame Poſſeſfrons + 
and it is the common [Intereſt of every Individual 
Claimant, that Occupation within reaſonable Bounds 
ihould fecure him in the peaceable Poſſ-//;on of whit 
this Neceſſity ſhall oblige him to occrpp for his 
own private uſe, ſtill ſuppoſing him to confine 
himſelf with Occupation within his own Q, 
vi the whole, But it is the ſame Divine Conftiru-. 
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tion that gives Biſhops a Right to exerciſe their 
[| Power in their Dioceſan Diſtrifs, together with an 
F! Appropriation of thoſe Diſtricts to themſelves, and 
an Oecumenical Right to exerciſe 1t wherever they 
ſhall find Vacancies. Yet ſo that they muſt not 
be Conſecrated ſine titulo. So that the Power be 
firſt given within the Dioceſan Diſtrict, though it 
may afterwards be extended further as occaſional 
'' Emergencies may require. That therefore which 
is given primarily, muſt {till be excepted out of 
T what is given conſequently to be exerciſed occaſio- 
' nally, if we will fo interpret God's Gifts as to make 
them conſiſtent with each other: Thus it will be 
as neceſſary for keeping up that good > IR 
Ii among Biſhops themſelves which may make them 
one Communion, (which is eſſential to Ecclæſiaſtical 
i Diſcipline, that Biſhops may be obliged to forbear 
#; . encroaching on each others Juriſdiction as Dioceſan 
notwithſtanding the Right, which each of them 
may equally claim, of exerciſing their Power in 
anoccupy'd Furiſdiftions, wherever they find them) 
as it 1s neceſſary for every Individual Man, in the 
forementioned State of Nature, to forbear all In- 
vaſions of what is fairly occupyed by any other Man, 7 
if he will enjoy the Benefit of that good Vill of 
the reſt ef the yet not- incorporated Multitude, 
e which is as neceſſary for the Comfort and Happineſs 
of each Individual, even Antecedently to Incorpora- || a 
tions, and the Benefit of Poſitive Laws made by || al 
the Governors of the Bodies for the Good of all || It 
| Members of the ſame Bodies in the State of In- F 
. corporation. . 
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corporation. And as it is the Beginning of Hoſti- 
lities in the State of Nature, for any one Indivi- 
dual to invade what is fairly occupyed by another, 
ſo it is the Beginning of a Schiſm in the Church 
for any Biſhop to invade a Furiſdiftion already fairly 
occupyed by a Collegue of his own Order, It in- 
vades the Security of every particular Biſhop in 
his own reſpe&ive Diſtrict, even of that of the In- 
vader himſelf, if any of his Collagues ſhould follow 
his ill Example. And therefore being againſt the 
Common Intereſt of every particular Member of the 
College, can never be 50 nor 18 capable of being 
enacted into a Canon, wherein they may all agree. 
On the contrary, it engages all, if it ſhould onee 
be allowed to paſs as a Precedent, to ſtand on their 
own Defence, and to a& ſeparately within their 
own Diſtrifts, without hope of having their Acts 
ratified by their Collegues. This we call Schiſin 
in the Church, the Eccleſiaſtical Society. And it is 
the fame with that which is called a State of War 
in Societies that are purely Temporal, 

Nor could the Conſecrators, who conferred the 
Epiſcopal Power, intend to give | 
2 Right to Act in their Bre- 4 + ow Þ 
threns Diſtrifs, without their 8 — 


Leave, and againſt their Wills, intend to give a Power 


and in oppoſition to them, and *2 Biber contecrated by 
all en ther ben fe Angler ee 
Judgments. If therefore our 

Fathers had this Right fince their invalid Depri- 
vation, which it is certain they had not before; 
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it muſt certainly follow that our late invalidly-de- 
ved Fathers acquired this new Acceſſion of Power 
by that very Deprivation, which even our Friends 
acknowledge to have been invalid. And how can 
they conceive that the ſame Ad, which, on ac- 
count of its Invalidity, could take nothing from 
them, ſhould notwithſtanding its Invalidity, be able 
to confer any thing upon them? Can our Friends 
therefore think that the Biſhops Conſecrated by 
them, had a Right to invade their own FJuriſdi- 
eons, and to ſet up new Altars in oppofition to 
themſelves £ This would have diſcouraged all Con- 
fecrations, if they mult thereby raiſe as many Rivals 
of their own Power as there were Perſyns velled 
with Epiſcopal Power by thoſe Conſecrations, It 
they did not believe them to have it on account 
of their Conſecratzon, it could be no Tradition 
that they ogh: to have it on that account alone 
of their Conſecration. It they did not belicve that 
Conſecrated Biſhops had any ſuch Power conferred 
upon them, by the Act of Conſecration alone; how 
can we ſuppoſe Conſecrators fo inſenſible of their 
own Intereſt, as willingly to confer a Power fo per- 
nicious to themſelves by a new Act diſtin& from 
the Conſecration it ſelf, and eaſily ſeparable from 
the Conſecration by the arbitrary Pleaſure of the 
Biſhops concerned in the Conſecration £ That had 
been to have armed the Conſecrated Biſhops with 
a Power of brearing the Unanimity of the Fhiſco- 
pal Collzge upon their own /ngle Judgments, which 
Unanmity is eſſential to the Diſcipline of 7 
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ſingle Dioceſan Diſtrict, and to their being one 
Communion, 7 which every ſingle Biſhop's Acts are 
ratify'd in all Diſtrifts of the ſame Communion 
as well as in his own. Nor is it indeed poſſible 
that any Right in another Biſhops Diſtrict can be 
conveyed by the bare Act of Conſecration /zngly 
conſidered. What is ſo conveyed is equal in all Bi- 
Shops, as the Conſecration it ſelf is. Nor can it 
therefore give him any Advantage above his Bre- 
thren, ſuch as he muſt certainly pretend who will 
claim a Right to act in the Diſtrifs of his Bre- 
tbren without their leave. Indeed all Biſhops were 
Originally equal as ſucceeding immediately into 
the Rights of the Head Apoſile in the Colleges 
of Feruſalem and Epheſus, and as it appears from 
the Reaſonings of St. Ignatius and St. Cyprian, then 
generally allowed in Subjects of General 'Concern- 
ment, and wherein the Publick was intereſted to 
have notiſyed their Diſlike, if it had been other- 
. wife. And all the Rights of Metropolitans and 
Patriarchs in the Furiſdifions of their Su/fragans 
were the Reſults of Synodical Agreements by the 
Conſent of the Suffragans themſelves, for hie more 
convenient Adminiſtration of their Provincial and 
National Aſſemblies ; and may fo far oblige their 
Succeſſors, as they judge the Convenience of ſuch an 
Adminiſtration ſufficient to make amends for thar 
Lofs of their Original Rights by which it was at 
firſt ſettled, However, it is certain, that it is no 
neceſſary Conſequence of that indefinite, not Uni- 
verſal, Right which every particular Biſhop has of 
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Acting out of his Dioceſan Diſtrict in Vacancies, 

that he may therefore take the ſame Liberty in full 

Sees, If therefore this Right of exerciſing Autho- 
rity, in their Collegue's Diſtricts were claimable by 

our invalidly-deprived Fathers after their invalid 
Deprivation, to which they could lay no Claim be- 
fore; it will become our Friends to give ſome 
tolerable account how they came by it. The De- 
privation it ſelf, moſt certainly, could not give 
it. Their Brethren who Conſecrated them could 
never mend to give it. It does as certainly ſup- 
poſe an equality between them, and thoſe of their 
Brethren, whoie Diſtricts are invaded by them, if 
this Invaſion can be juſtified. If therefore they 
bad it, they muſt have been Gainers by the Injury 
that had been done them. But how can that be 
account for > There could have been no Forfei- 
ture between Equals who had no common Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Sees nor Eccleſraſtical Fudges between them, 
to whoſe Determination both Parties were, in Con- 
ſcience, obliged to fand. Nor could the ſupreme 
public Government be capable of forfeiting any 
Branch of their Right for Injuries committed a- 

gainſt private Perſons. Our invalidly-deprived Fa- 
thers themſelves might, whilſt they lived, and 
claimed in their own Perſons, rightly challenge 
a Freedom of exerciſing their Power in Diſtricts, 
which had formerly been the Properties of their 
Colleges fo long as they were one Communion. 
But not on account of any Acceſſion of any Power 
which was properly new, and was not theirs be- 


ore; 


cipal Sc hiſinatick. And when there is no Ga 
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ore; but purely on account of their Sees being 
acancies. Which Reaſon continued ſo long as 
they l who had the better Right to any one 
See. This Right made the Poſſefſor of that one 
See a principal Schiſmatick, « and all the other Bi- 
hops who communicated with him Schiſmaticks-alfſo 
by contagion, on that very account of their bein 
in Communion with him. But when the Jaft in- 
validly-deprived Poſſeſſor dyed, the Poſſeſſion was 


then 3 free from any Schiſinatical Incumbrance. 


The then Poſſeſſor had no Rival that could ſo much 
as pretend a better Title. Nor could there there- 
fore, from that time forward, be any pretence for 
making his Poſſæſſion Schiſmatical, nor him a prin- 


Schiſmatick, there can be no Schiſmatical Fr 2710n 
that can be contracted by any other Biſhops ot account 


of their Communion with him. Thus it appears that 


the old Schiſm was intirely extinguiſhed, and that 
the new Schiſin thence commenced, could lye againſt 
none but the then»preſent Poſſeſſors. 
I was therefore miſtaken, when I conceived, that 
if the laſt Surviverof our in- 
validly-deprived Fathers had 13. The lat Survi- 
: ter of our late inva- 
ſubſtituted a Succeſſor 5 that lidly-deprived * Fathers 
would have kept things in the could nor give a Suc- 
ſame Condition wherein he left % Nl ure 
them at the time of his Deceaſe. 
That is, that the ſame Right would have conti- 
nued in ſuch a Succeſſor which had been formerly 


In 


in himſelf. And that, after his Departure alſo. 
This would indeed have made ſuch a Succeſſors 
Right as much better than the Right of the occu- 
2 Poſſeſſor, as that was acknowledged to have 

en which had been lodged in the invalidly-de- 
prived Predeceſſor. So the Schiſin would have con- 
tinued on the ſame Foot whereon it was begun. 
And the Charge of it would have been grounded 
on the Injury which had been committed againſt 
the laſt Surviver, not againſt the then preſent Poſ- 
ſeſſor. But however plauſible this may ſeem at 
the firſt appearance, it is certainly very falſe as 
to the Matter of Fact. Whilſt the Surviver lived, 
rhe Survivers better Title muſt have kept the Sub- 
flitute out of a Poſſeſſion that could, by any fair 
Conſtrgion, be called Canonical. And if, to pre- 
vent t Exception, the Surviver had reſigned in 
favour of his Succeſſor, yet even this would 
not have ſolved the Difficulty. That very Re- 
fig nation would have vacated the See, and put an 
end to the laſt of the Perſonal Injuries which had 
been concerned in the invalid Deprivations. And 
conſequently to the Schiſin it ſelf, which had been 
grounded on thoſe Perſonal Injuries. Then the Diſ- 
pute had been between the Subſtitute and the 
Poſſeſſor, whether of them would have had the 
Advantage of the other as to the Semority of his 
Poſſeſſion. And here allo reaſon, as well as Favour 
lies on the ſide of the Poſſeſſor. The Rule of 
Lew, that melior eſt conditio poſſidentis, is it ſelf ve- 
ry reaſonable, where there is not otherwiſe an Ine- 
quality 
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* | quality of Claim between the ſeveral Competitors. 
Nor can that Inequality have place here, where nei- 
ther of them can have Poſſæſſion without a Vacancy, 
and Facancy confers. a Title to none but the fff 
Canonical Occupant, Now, to whether of them 
this belongs, muſt be determined by the Precedency 
of the Seizure, But, whatever elle the laſt Survz- 
ver might give to his ſubſtituted Succeſſor, this 
Precedency could not poſſibly be given by him to 
one who was intended as a Succeſſor. Though 
this Precedency was indeed the only Advantage 
that continued his own Right in oppoſition to his 
injurious Poſſeſſor. Let our Friends date the Vacan- 
cy from whether Period they pleaſe, either of his 
Reſiznation, or his Death, the Poſſaſſor will have 
the ſame Advantage againſt the Subſtiture which 
the laſt Surviver had againſt the Poſſeſſor. If there- 
fore that Advantage made the Altar of the Poſſeſſor 
Schiſinatical, as erected in oppoſition to the Altar 
of the Surviver, who, whilſt he ved, had a Pri- 
ority in the Poſſeſſion, which had been forcibly ta- 
ken from him: So, for that ſame reaſon, the S. 
ſtitute muſt be the Schiſmatick from the time of 
the Demiſe of the laſt Surviver, becauſe he muſt 
neceſſarily fnd the Occupant, who is his Rival, 
in a Poſſeſſion earlier than any to which himſelf 
8 could pretend. If the Vacancy had been made by 
þ the Death of the laſt Surviver; it would have 
f been impoſſible for the Subſtztute to have received 
* any ſort of Poſſeſſion from the laſt Surviver him- 
elf, becauſe there could have been no Canonical 
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Poſſaſſion but in a Vacanqy, which could not then be 


here ſuppoſed to have been begum Nor, for the 
fame reaſon, could the laſt Surviver give a good 
Poſjefſton in his Life time, though he had gi- 
ven it upon a Reſignation in favorem. This would 
not have mended the Matter. The Re/ipnation 
mult as neceſſarily have made way for the Vacan- 

And the Occupant's Poſſeſſion would have been 
rig bt ful from the very Moment wherein the Re- 
frenation had been perfected, before any new Act 
could have been attempted, by which the Sub/t;- 
tutte might have been inveſted in the fame Po/Jeſ- 
fron. Tits Priority of Poſſæſſion in the Occupant 
does not only hinder the Continuation of the former 


room for any net Schiſm, but ſuch as mult be be- 
gun by a new Invaſion of the Rights of the Senior 


prove guilty of the new Invaſion. 

Thus the Matter muſt needs ſtand when the 
Occupant Biſhops have full Epi- 

14. If Epiſcopacy had ſcopal Power given them, by 


e or the them who have an undoubted 


deen ext? 
Poſſeſſing Biſhops had no 


zmly-Epiſcopal Power gi- Right to give it them, and when 
ficiently Authorized to x 
wwe it . 5 our inva- Poſſaſſion by the unanimous 


Lene Fathers Conſent of all who can pretend 
would have had the fun de Nie 5 
z hole Power of the Church 4 (bare 1n the gt to glve 


of England, not only for Poſſeſſion, if no Schiſm had in- 
| | tervened, 


given by bin, from whoſe Death the Vacancy is 


Schiſm, but perfectly extinguiſh it, and leaves no 


Occupant himſelf, - and muſt make them guilty of 
the Charge of being the Schiſmaticks who ſhall 


ven them by Perſons{ul- they are. in actual peaceable 
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- tervened, which might have their own Liver, but | 

deprived them of that Right ner ine Pos 
which would otherwiſe have which themſelves had 
been undoubtedly their due, ce fved. | 
Here nothing could be wanting that would have 
been requiſite for a Canonical Appropriation of ſuck 
a See, but only a Canonical Vacancy, which (when - 
ever it falls out) muſt needs make ſuch a Poe 
ſion, as this is ſuppoſed to be, unexceptionable. 
But if Epiſcopacy had been extirpated, or the Poſ- 
ſelling Biſbops had been ſubſtiruted by no better 
Authority than that was, by which our late Holy 
Fathers were deprived, that is, by a Power purely 
Laical : Either of theſe Caſes would have given 
the Synod of our late invalidly-deprived Fathers 
the full Power and Aut harity of our National Church, 
not only for their own Lives, but for providing for 
Poſterity, and for perpetuating that good Authority, 
which none but they could either give or perpetuate. 
Yet without any the leaſt accefton of new Power 
gained by their invalid Deprivation, beyond what 
each of them had received at his reſpective Conſe- 
cration, Then, as we have ſeen, they received a 
Power to be exerciſed by them wherever they thould 
find vacancies. And that is the only fingular 
thing that is obſervable in both of theſe Caſes, 
that both of them ſuppoſe all the diſtricts in Eng- 
land to be vacancies. For it is the ſame thing 
as to our preſent Reaſoning, - whether they have 
no Biſhops at all; or whether they who are actu- 


ally poſſeſſed of them under the Name of Biſtops 
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be really no Biſhops at all, but Equivocally, as to 
the bare name. Such are no more qualified for 
occupying or filling Epiſcopal diſtrids, as to the 
exerciſe of any properly Epiſcopal Rights than even 
Preſbyters themſelves: So that they cannot Hinder 
ſuch diſtricts from ſtill continuing vacænt, as to 
the reception of a trie Biſbop, as well in Signifi. 
cation, as in Name. Nor can it have any appear- 
ance of encroachment for a true Biſhop to exerciſe 
his Epiſcopal Authority in ſuch an Fiſt opal diſtrict, 
as I ſuppoſe that to be whereof I am now ſpeak- 
ing. The Altar of a Nominal Biſhop can only be 
4 Nominal Altar, no real one, who cannot pretend 
to be any Legal Amnthorized Repreſentative of 
Chriſt, fo as to oblige Chriſt to a Celeſtial ratifica- 
tion of what is, in Chriſt's Name, performed on 
Earth, without any real Authority derived from 
Chriſt to uſe his Name in ſuch performances. Nor 
can there conſequently be any Altar erected in 
oppoſition to ſuch an Altar, which has no Aut ho- 
riged Prieſt for offering our Myſtical Evangelical 
Eis hariſtical Sacrifices upon it. Nor can ſuch Ex- 
erciſes of Epiſcopal Authority be fairly interpreted 


as any way derogatory to the Authority of Chriſt, 
where Chriſt is no way concerned, who never 


gave the Civil Magiſtrate Authority to oblige him, 
in affairs of this nature, which no Civil Power 


can perform. In theſe Cafes, the matter is fo clear, 
that even Preſbyters may exerciſe their Preſbyterial 
Power in ſuch diſtricts as theſe are, where there 
is neither real Epiſcopal, nor even Preſbyterial Oc- 

; cupation 
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cupation of Preſbyters owning their Subjefion to 


the Epiſcopal Order, that can pretend to be inju- 
red by ſuch exerciſes. And if our deceaſed Fa- 
thers had ſubſtituted Succeſſors that might have 
had a Right to-exerciſe the Epiſcopal Power, which 
had been given them by thoſe ſame Fathers, when 
either of theſe Cates ſhould have happened; they 
had Ivy much obliged our National Church in 
making ſuch Proviſion for thoſe Caſes. Provided 
they had been confined to thoſe or the like Caſes, 
wherein there might have been no true Epiſcopal 
Power to rival them, that might have been as well 
qualified, as themſelves, for filling vacancies. And 
there was indeed too likely a profpe& of one of 
them, conſidering the very looſe Notions concern- 
ing Epiſcopal Power, which then prevailed, and 


ſtil} prevail among too many, who notwithſtand. 


ing own the Epiſcopal Communion, even B1ij50ps 
themſelves. 

The ground, of what has been ſaid, is plainly 
this. The Power received by 


every Biſhop at his Conſecra- 15. Valid Confecra- 


G ted Biſbops may 10 
tion has no confinement, but vacancies, as that they 


what reſults from the Rights cannot be invaded by 
of other Biſhop s of his own a new acceſlion of Power 
Order, and equal with himſelf, beyond. what is given 
over whom he can pretend no fo 2 
Supertority on account of that Which new acceſſion 
Cenſecration, which is common pa 190 GW 
to him with the meaneſt Suſfra- 
gan of the fame Order, It therefore there hag 
cen 


any other Biſbopy without 


| 


42 Appendix. 
been no more but one Biſhop in the World, there 
would be no doubt but that he might exerciſe his 
Epiſcopal Power where he pleaſed, becauſe, in that 
Cafe, there could be no pretence. of Injury to any 
other Occupant of Equal Catholick Right and Power 
with himſelf. The Caſe would be the ſame in a 
National Church that had but one Biſhop in it. The 
whole Power of ſucli a National Church would be 
lodged in him, how mean ſoever his Character 
had been before, whillt there had been an Epiſco- 
pal College in the ſame Nation, provided only that 
his Character had been truly Epiſcopal, how nar- 
row ſocver his Diſtrift had been before, Nor would 
it any way alter the Caſe, if other aſſuming Per- 
fons ſhould take upon them, the Name of Biſhops, 
and challenge proper Diſtricts as belonging to them, 
under that Appellation, by Rules formerly received 
in common by the Collage, whilſt they made a Na- 
tional Church. Such a Uſurpation of the Name 
could confer no Right upon them either to Epiſcopal 
Power, or to appropriate Diſtricts, without a ſolemn 
Conſecration by one, at leaſt, who was already poſ- 
ſeſſed of that ſame Power, and of a Right to confer 
it upon others. Such a Nominal Biſhop would {till 
continue to be no real one, and his pretended Diſtrict 
a real Vacancy, till he ſhould receive a new and 
a valid Conſecration from Perſons ſufficiently em- 
powered to Confecrate him into Epiſcopal Orders. 
Till Zhen no Yacancy could make him a true Bi- 
ſhop, or his Poſſeſſron a Rightful Poſſeſſion, who 
would be not only Yuncapable of ſucceeding into 
a 
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a full See, but even of occupying and filling a Va- 
cancy. But a Biſhop already inveſted with true Epi- 
ſeopal Power, wants nothing requitite for the ap- 
propriating a Diſtrict but its Vacancy, and when 
that Caſe falls, the a&nal Poſſeſſion he had before, 
by the Conſent of thoſe who had the Power, tho 
not the Right (as conſidered alone) to give an un- 
exceptionabl: Poſſeſſion from that time forward 
that he has no longer any Rival, his a&ral P 
fron begins to be Canonical, by the Laws ot the 
Church. And, when it is ſo, no FEncroachments 
made upon it can be juſtificd by roſe Rights, which 
are common to the Epiſcopal Order, but by ſome 
Acceſſion of new Power, which may legitimate the 
Invaſion of ſuch a Biſboh as ſhould prove guilty 
of the Invaſion by ſome new pretence of Srperio- 
rity, Nor can any Claim be laid to this Supertority 
of any kind but what muſt be grounded on Collegiate 
Acts of thoſe particular Biſhops themſelves, where- 
by they agreed to 7ncorporate theinſelves into Pro- 
vincial or National, or greater Bodies, that might 
Aſſemble and adjuſt Difficulties that might ariſe 
between them, for the more convenient Mainte- 
nance of that Correſpondence which was neceſſary to 
be obſerved nnanimonſly by all particular Biſhops, 
in order to their mutual Ratifzcaizion of each others 
Acts, and their keeping themſelves in one Commus= 
mon, on which the whole Diſcipline of the Church 
did fundamentally depend. Ihe Management of 


thoſe Bodies and Aſſemblies male a Subordina- 
tion neceſſary for keeping order in thote bo-. 
ates and Aſſemblies. 


Which could neverbe at- 
D | tained 


— — — 


44 Appendix 


tained, if all particular Biſhops perſiſted in their 
Claim to their Original Equality, Thence it 
became requiſite that every Individual Biſhop for 
himſelf and his Srccefſors, ſhould make ſuch Cæſſions 
of his own Original Rights, as were abſolutely ne- 
ceſſ⸗ ary for prelelving the Unanimity of their Pra- 
Alice, by their being concluded by the principal Ma- 
nagers of their prblick Aſſemblies, in things of 
leſſer importance, and un SEE of that Fvidence 
that might be thought ſufficient to ſatisfy every 
particular Member of the Epiſcopal College ſingly 
conſidered. This ſeems to have been the true Ori- 
inal of that Inequality between Biſhops which pre- 
wailed afterwards, And whatever Biſhop will now 
inſiſt on a Cliim of Inequality with his Brethren of 
his own Order muſt ground his Claim on thoſe 
Ceſfions of Right eranted by every Individual Bi- 
ſhop tor himſelf and Suucceſſurs, which may oblige 
them ſo long as they enjoy the Benefits on conſi- 
deration whereof thoſe Ceſſions were firſt granted, 
that is, whilſt they enjoy the Benefits of the Syno- 
dical Aſem lies, and whilſt thoſe Benefits were 
judged lufficient to countervail the Loſs, which 
every Inividual Biſhop had ſuffered by thoſe Ce/- 
frons which had deprived him of ſo many of his 
Original Rights, But this Srperiority cannot be 
| Challenged by the Power given to Biſhops by 
their C onſecration. That Pon er is equal iu all, as 
the Conſecration it ſelf is. Nor can it therefore 
ſup; poſe any Ceſ/ivn of Righs which might cauſe any 
Iinp. 48 Rather it ſu ppoſes them in Poſſeſſion of 
all their Original Rights, which had not yet been 

granted 
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granted away upon any Confiderations whatſoever. 
Which State 1s inconſiſtent with any Stpertority, 
and muſt make it 7njurions and Schifmatical for any 
particular Biſhop to invade a Diſtrict already occu- 
py'd by any of his-Brethren. Claims of this kind 
muſt be grounded on Compacts made by the parti- 
cular Biſbops, whereby ſuch Rights were parted 
with as were judged inconſiſtent with their Incor- 
porations into Synods, Yet thoſe Ce/rons are like 
the Laws of Nations not committed to any writ- 
ten Codes, but grounded on the Fqriiry and Reaſo- 
nableneſs of the things themſelves, and a facit Re- 
ception and Acknowledgment of their Reaſonableneſs 
by a uniform Practice of all that zre concerned in 
the Correſpondence of the Synodical Bodies which 
could not otherwiſe have been incorporated, Here 
the Cæſſions being voluntary, by the uninterrupted 


Conſent and Approbation of the Individuals by whom. 


the Ceſſions had been made, the Clums of R7ghbe 
grounded on them could not be 7njurims. Nor 
give any juſt reaſon of Complaint to thoſe who had 
voluntarily yielded their own Rights upon valuable 
Conſiderations, However, our Friends would do 
well to confider how ſibſtzrute Succefſors can lay 
Claim to Rights thus grounded on thele Ce//z9ns, 
without a new Acceſſion of Power beyond what 
was given them at their Conſecration. Mztropoli- 


tans, of all ſorrs, were they in fivour of whom 


thoſe Cæſſions of Right were mare, as being the 
only Perſons concerned in the Management of the 


* * . ”y * 7 
Loſs, as well as the greater Synodtcal Afſemolies, or, 
2 — | . But 
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But our invalid'y-deprived Metropolitan dyed long 
be fore the la/f Surviver of thoſe who were concer- 
ned in that Caſe. And with him the Metropoliti- 
cal Rigbt was extingniſhed as to our little Flock, 
no Succeſſor being ſubſticured in his Rooin, even by 
his Orthodox Hrethren who were concerned in the 
{ame Cauſe with him. This Death immediately 
put an end to the Schiſm, ſo far as his Perſonal 
_ Rights were concerned in it. It made immediately 
a Vacancy for his Rival, who, by his valid Epiſ- 
copal Conſecration, was quaiify'd to ſucceed him in 
the See of Canterbury, and all the Archiepiſcopal 
Rights belonging to it. And, if he had declared 
himſelf of the ſame Communion in which his Pre- 
deceſſor dyed, or had not contracted 2 Contagion of 
the Schiſin by his communicating with other princi— 
pal Schiſinaticks, who ſurvived our Catholick Me- 
tropolitan; this would undoubtedly have been the 
Conſequence of that Demiſe. His Rival formerly 
would, from thence forward, have been his Law- 
Ful and Canonical Succeſſor, His Succeſſion in that 
See would have been {egitimated from the time in 
which it became a Facancy, And his Canonical 
Po/ſ-/run of that Se would alſo have given him a 
Right to all the Metropolitical Claims belonging 
to that ſame See. And whatever Alteration in the 


Cale is made by his veluntaty involving himſelf 


in the Schiſmatical Contagion, it can give no Right 
to any other See but Canterbury to, ſucceed into 
the Merropolitical Rights which are annexed to 
that particular See, however forfeited by the $5 

ſeſſor 
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ſeſſor for the time being. Though there had been 
no invalid Deprivation, nor the Schiſm that follow- 
ed upon it; none of our ther invalidly.deprived 
Fathers, not even the [aft Surviver himfelf, could 
pretend to ſucceed Archbiſhop Sencroft, or his un- 
rivalled. Succeſſor in the Prerogative of their purti- 
cular See. Nor can the Invalidity of their D-pri- 
vation any more add to, than it could detraf, from 
the Claims they had before. It only /eft them as 
it found them. If therefore it found them in no 
Capacity of ſucceeding to that Metropolitica! Rig ht 
that might enable even the Taft Surviver himſelf, 
to exerciſe his Epiſcopal Power in an occupy'd Ju- 
riſcliction, it could not give it him. Unleſs our 
Friends, to avoid this, will indeed make him a 
Gainer by the Invalidity of his Deprivation, Which, 
if they will venture to affirm, boy muſt alſo be 
obliged to prove, And if this be too hard for them, 
they muſt then conſider how he could convey that 
Right to a Succeſſor which he never had himſelf. 

The Sum of what has been {11d is this: There 
can be no Schiſm by contagion N 
where there A 'X4 principal 7% Recapitulation. 


Schifſmatick : The Death of the laſt Surviver of 


our late invalidly-deprived Fathers made the Rival 


of that ſame Suxviver no longer a Schiſmatick, - 
by making his occupyed Poſſeſſion a Vacancy, which 


was all that he wanted before for making his oc- 
cupyed Poſſeſſion perfectly Canonical That Death 
therefore put an end to the laſt principal Schiſma- 
tick as a Schiſmatick, as well as to the laſt inva- 


lidly- 
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Iidly-deprived Surviver. Nor can there any lon- 
ger remain any Schiſin at all, where there is neither 
any Schiſin by way of contagion, nor any principal 
Schiſmatick from whom any contagion can be poſ- 
ſibly ferred, In this Caſe, all the Dioceſan Diſtrifts 
of our National Church are fairly and Canonically 
poſſeſſed. Nor could ſuch Canomcally poſſeſſed Di- 


ſtridts be invaded by any of our late invalidly-de 


prived Fathers, or all of them, though Synodicaliy 
aſſembled, without commencing a new Schiſm from 
the time of that Invaſion, though they had been 


wed all received, after the Death of their laſt Surviver, 


and thereby enabled to a& over again what they 
had done before. What they could not validly, 
nor without Schiſin act in their own Perſons, that 


. .. they could not * authorize others to act in their 


Name, on pretence of any Commiſſion derived from 
them without the like Invalidity of ſuch Ads, and 
the like Charge of beginning a new Schiſm. If 
thoſe Fathers themſelves might be allowed ſuch a 
Liberty of znvading occupyed Diftrifs, they muſt 
neceſſarily have gained new Powers by their inva- 
li Deprivations more than was ever given, or in- 
tended to be given them at their ſeveral reſpective 
Conſecrations. But it is more unreaſonable to think 
thit they could gain any thing by Deprivations 
confeſſedly invalid, than that they could loſe by 
them any ef their 1, Rights, [Theſe things there- 
fore being ſo, no Commiſſions for Powers derived 


from our late invalidly-deprived Fathers can excnſe 


the preſent Con!inuance of the Separation, even on 


any 
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matical. Nor are we therefore obliged to enquire 
whether there he indeed, any ſuch Commiſſions, nor 
whether they be fill to the purpoſe of carrying on 
our preſent Diviſions after the Death of the laſt Sur- 
viver nor how Authentically they are atteſted, nor 
how publickly notified for the Satisfaction of the 


whole Bodies pretended to be concerned in them. 


Our preſent Concern is not for the Fa&s, which 
is all that they can pretend to prove by Evi- 
dences of this nature, but for the Reaſonings 
our Adverſaries are pleaſed to make , ſuppoſing 


the Facts as true, and as concliſive for what 


they produce them. Yet all will not avail them, 
if the Reaſonings now mentioned hold, that our 
mnvalidly-deprived Fathers had no Right to con- 
vey ſuch Powers as might legitimate their pre- 
ſent Separations, though the Convexance had been 
made by a Form moſt ſolemn, and in words-molt ex- 


actly fitted for Eccleſiaſtical Conveyances, All would 


not ſuffice for giving others a Right toPowers that cea- 
ſed tobe their own at the tine when the Perſons were 


toexerciſe the Powers fo conveyed to them. Till our 


Friends can firſt anſwer thete Reaſons ſatisfactorily, 
it will be in vain for them to produce, or inſiſt on, 
ſuch Evidences of Facts, if they be pleaſed to con- 
ſider how little they could thereby advance their 


Cauſe, though they ſhould anfwer the Expe- 


ctation that even themſelves might raiſe of them, 
as to the Proof” of the Fats pleaded by them. 


FINIS. 
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any true Plea of their Authority, from being Schiſ- 
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| P4 e 1. line rz. read Mother, I 22. 7. the Intereſt of; p. 3. 1. 6, 


tiving v. ſtraining, 1.16. Kingdoms, yet v. Kingdoms. 

P. 4. J. 3. for in the Sects z. in Sects, 2 t. lavdencly 7. Pads 7 |; 
uit, for what can our late Brethren Hame and . And what can our late 

Brethren blame; p. 7. l. 9. denyeth r.denyed 3. P. . l. 6. in ta- 
lick ; p. If. . 4. Novation . No vatian, I. 13. for would 7. could 3 
5. 15. l. 20. v. as well as that; p. 16. 1.9. r. as it, . 29. . Ordi- 
naries; p. 17. 1.27. has r. have; p. 19. I. 22. v. Biſhops, J. ut. u. Af. 
ſent ; P. 21. l. 10. there r. their; p. 22. l. 10. from r, for ; p. 23. J. 26. 
left v. luſt; p. 24. l. penult. v. Adverſaries ? p. 25. I T1. Adverſaries 
add have crecled; p. 26. J. f. fot belong t. belongs; p. 28. 1.25, 1. Dez 
privation. Which p. 30. J. 23. v. lived. Eren; p. 31. 1, 1. Gran- 
tee ig; p. 35. 1. 4. now r. new z P. 37. I. 13. . part, I. 22. Adverſaries; 
P. 39. 1.24. . Deviations; pi 45, marg. J. 2. u. f. 7. n. 40. p. 44. 
I. 24. only v. Heavenly; p. V, . 23. feſt, r. Fiſt, l. ult. dele the; 
p. 47. J. antepenult, Perſons, From l. penult. v. ui aptul wu 5 P. 48. 
l. penult. mi, P. 49. l. 7. commercio; P. 50. l. penult. Philadelphia; 
7 52. l. ut. v. Maguel.; 5. 53. J. 1. . aapgonure Whoyr m5 P. 54. 
17. r. 1 YurwT a; apr ov nb , 425. Amr 549%, J. 26. r.Y ercds 5 
P. 55. l. 5.7. tyre ar. l. 27. Apoſtles, add \owned as committed to their 
Truſt, and that Unanzmouſly, This was indeed the Caſe after p. 56. 1.3. 


from r. From, l. 4. r. Biſhops. J. 5. ſome x, ſame, l. 8. it 1. its; 7.57. 


J. 10. dele ſo, I. 26. dele is P. 58. l. 12. 7. Coercion ; P. 59. l 16. 
them r. it. 1. 23. there v. then; p. Gr. J. 1 5. 1. Fapias, p. 63. 1. 6: 
ene . 7. were 1. was; P. 69. l. 19. r. ue, l. 24. 1. Roſh ; 
5. 71. J. 10. tranſacted; p. 74. 1.8, confirmed . conferred p. 77. l. 2. 
Lis . Deioces, J. 5. Darius . Deioces, J. 16. way r. where, l. 17. 
Tradition v. Invention 7 SL. J. 13. dele u, 1, 20. Caſe r. Cauſe, l. 19. 
and v. which; p. 87. l. 9. cauſeg v. ceaſed; P. 95. J. 10. Church. 
Churelt's'; p. 97. & 23. 10. 73 . ut. hegin a Parenthelis 4. ( 
f. 98. J. 2. end the Patentheſis at the Word, conckrned) p. Io d. x6. add 
as bef. aforeſaid; p. Ic. Lantepen. Projeliionsr.Profeifors 3 b. 104. J. 9. 


Sonſtamiũs 2. Conſtantine ; P. 105. {: 22, Separation v. Segregation. 


. 107. l. 18. Members. Numbers p. 108, l. 17. Thusr.T Bere Apenult. 


at r. of ; P4109. 1. 2. after that add g; P. 110. l. io, Collegiate x, 
College, I. 18. Prayeis, . Proxies; p. 114-717," dele on any fir h ac 
count 3 f. 116. J. ult. it i add not the Doctrmerof Reſiſtance agninſ 
Lawful Powers; b. 417. J. L. but add, their Denyal of our wid Roaurmes ©. 


of Paſſive Obedience and Nonmreſiſtance, l. 4.'us, add, and their advancing 
other Propoſitious inconſiſtent with thois Dottrines}!L Th: at, add as 


well as of p. 118. J. 12. fon ſebverſlue:r. ſubverſice' 24 ly; genden 
7. revive, l. uli.fland ́ P. 126. l. 4. „Canons 4 19. which, mrinwhith 
P. 128. 1.8: 7. 10 9 998 At HY EIT TEE TION, 
Page 4.4.19. 'Chory . iergY. ; Fe, 4.23. Would v, were; 9.1 
L.17. His v. this; P. 21. IT. Heaping v. kegping 5 p. 23.4. z. Wes 
giound v. were grounded . 24. 13. which, add whenever. hall le 
agreed on, may be entire. The,ratber ſopecaufſe\a Reconciliation 3 p. 25. 
4.28 aft. they r. a comma, f. 27. 1.8. no r. a, 1.14. now *. ne 5 7.28. 
J. 18. derived x. detained; p. 30. J. 27. dele as p. 34. I. 18. Sees 7, 
Laws ; p. 48. b uit, Joſs v. lels p. 48. l. 12. Wedel revived. 
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Age 1. line N. read Mother, I. 22. v. the Intereſt of; #4: £6; 
{triving v. ſtraining, J. 16. Kingdoms, yet v. Kingdoms. Yet 

P. 4. l. 3. for in the Sects w. in Sects, l. 11. laudently . prudently, 7, 
ult, for what can our late Brethren Hame and . And what can our late 
Brethren blame ; p. 7. l. 9. denverh r.denyed; p. 9. l. 6. in ta- 
p- 15. J. 20. Y. as well as that; p. 16. 1.9. r. as it, l. 29. r. Ordi- 
naries; p. 17. 1.27. has r. have; p. 19. l. 22. r. Biſhops, J. lt. . A.- 
ſent; p. 21. l. 10. there r. their; p. 22. l. 10. from v. for ; p. 23. l. 26. 
left v. loſt; p. 24. l. penult. r. Adverſaries? p. 25. I. 11. Adverlaries 
add have crected; p. 26. l. T. for belong r. belongs ; p. 28. 1.25. 1. De- 
privation. Which p. 30. J. 23. v. lived. Even ; p. 31. l. 1. Gran- 
tee is 5 p. 3 5. l. 4. now r. new z P. 37. I. 13. r. part, J. 22. Adverſaries ; 
p. 39. l. 24. v. Deviations; P. 4%, marg. J. 2. U. 5. 7. n. 40. 4. 
I. 24. only r. Heavenly; Pp. 46. 4. 23. fiſt, r. Fiiſt, l. ult. dele the; 
p. 47. J. antepenult. Perlous. From J. penult. v. (vu a, ̃ u d; P. 48. 
. penult. 754 Þ- 4. l. 7. commercio; 5. 50. l. penult. Philadelphia; 
p. 52. l. wii, v. Magnel.; 5b. 53. J. I. v. ee. NA τ P. 54. 
J. 17. 1. 7.5 Jorg a; KupT ov Invam Ges 4.25. Ax ga e, I. 26. 1. VLeisòg; 
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5. 55. l. 5.7. % ar d. 27. Apoſtles, add \owned as committed to their 
Truſt, and ihat Unanmouſly, This was indeed the Caſe after p. 56. l. 3. 
from r. From, l. 4. r. Biſhops. l. 5. fome r. ſame, l. 8. it1.its; p. 57. 
L to. dele ſo, l. 26. deiè s p. 58. l. 12, 7. Coercion; p. 53. J. 16. 
them r. it. l. 23. there ». then; p. Gr. l. 1 5. r. Papias, p. 63. 1.6: 
er. . 7. ve, r. was; p. 69. J. ID. 1. ατπτπ1?, I. 24. 1. Roſu; 
P. 7. E It tranſacted; P. 74. J. 8. confirmed x, conferred 9.77. be 2+ 
Darius v. Deioces, J. 5. Darius r. Deioces, J. 16. way r. where, l. 17. 


Tradition v. Juveut ion 4 Si. l. 13. dele u, l. 20. Caſe r. Cauſe, l. 19. 
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and 7. which; p. 87. cauſeg . ceaſed; p. 95. l. 10. Church. 
Church's; p. 97. & 23. 79». EF, l. uli. begin à Parentheſis 4: (who 
. 98. J. 2. end the Parenthelis at the Word.concernied) p. 100. l. To. add 
as bef. aforefaid; p. Ic. lantepen. Pioteſlions v. Profcifors ; p. 104. 4.9, 
Conſtamius 2. Conſtantine; F. 105. { 22. Separation v. Segregation. 
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2 107. JI. 18. Memuers „. Numbers Pe 108. .. 17.4 hus V. There, l pen tio * 


at r. of 5 P. 109. . 2. after that add g 5 P. 110. . lo. Collegiate 1 
College, I. 18. Praveis, . Proxies; p. 114. T. 17. dele on any furh ac. 

2 5 4 - : 9 8 2 1 - f * J , 2 7 
count; p. 116. I. ult. it is add not the Doctrine of Reftftance aguinſt 


LTauful Powers; b. 417. J. I. but add, their Deuyal of out o Hodvine; 
f Paſſive Obedience and No t ace, l. 4. 11s, add, aud their adwalciug 


other Propoſitious inconfiſtent with tholè Dottrines;'5 Th. at, add as 
well as of p. 118. J. 12. for ſeboverfive r, fubverfice p. 123. J. Ty; renden 
7. re vive, l.uli.ftand F. 126. l. 4. J. Canons . 19. whith, urin which 
P. 128. J. 8. 7. authoritatively. 8 At 28 . e | 
Page 4. l. 19. Chery . Clergy; P. 16, 6.23». Would v, were: 9. 19. 
J. 17. His v. this; P. 23. IT, Heaping 7. kegping; p. 23. J. 3. Was 
giound v. Were grounded P. 24. (. 13. which, add whenever it hall le 
agrecd on, may be entirc. 1e. rather ſo hecauſe a Reconciliation ; p. 25. 
1.28 ft. they r. a comma, f. 27. l. 6. no I. a, l. 14. now r. ne; 5. 28. 
J. 18. derived r. detained; p. 30. J. 27. dele as p. 34. J. Ig. Sees: 
Laws ; p. 48. but. lots. lels p. 48. l. 12. received v. revived. 
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lick ; p. It. . 4. Novation . Ne vatian, . 13. for would r. could; 
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